Common Fallacies Of Reasoning 


The Fallacy Of Appeal To Authority 


The fallacy of appeal to authority, also known as the fallacy of Argumentum ad Verecundiam, is somewhat 
misunderstood in this age of the Internet. It is not only citing or quoting a person or persons who is/are regarded, by 
the person citing or quoting or by others, as an authority or 'expert' on a subject but also citing or quoting the opinion 
given by some institution, or 'policy/advisory group' or similar, on a subject, regardless of whether or not the ‘expert’ or 
institution or whatever has their opinion published by some means or some medium regarded as 'mainstream', 
academic, or 'respectable' or authoritative. 


The crux of the fallacy is a reliance by someone or by some others on who or what is regarded in a particular society as 
an authority on or as having a detailed or 'expert' knowledge of a subject or subjects. 


Thus a statement such as the fallacy of appeal to authority "is when the opinion of a non-expert on a topic is used as 
evidence" is itself fallacious because although it appears to be a decisive statement regarding ‘authority’ it is logically 
not so having not only restricted the fallacy to those are not 'experts' but does not define what an ‘expert’ or a ‘false 
expert’ is or are or who or what person or institution, or 'policy/advisory group’ or similar has the ‘authority’ to declare 
someone an ‘expert’ or a ‘false expert’ in a certain subject or subjects, and from whence a person or an institution, or 
‘policy/advisory group’ or similar derives their own authority to make such declarations. 


The corollary of the appeal to authority is personal research by scholarly means of a subject using primary sources. 


The criteria of scholarship are: (i) a detailed, meticulous, unbiased original research on and concerning a specific topic 
or topics or subject undertaken over a period of time, usually a year or more in duration and involving primary source 
material; (ii) an ability to be able to read primary sources in their original language; and (iii) a rational assessment of 
the knowledge acquired by such research, with such conclusions about the topic, topics, or subject being the logical 
result of the cumulative scholarly learning so acquired. If the researcher cannot read primary sources in their original 
language and has to rely on the translations of others then their conclusions are not original and not scholarly just as if 
they commit logical fallacies - such as the fallacy of Incomplete Evidence - then their conclusions are also not scholarly. 


Fallacy Of Ad Populum 


This is when a person either ‘follows the crowd' and believes or claims that because so many others have claimed or 
believe something it is probably true, or when they are convinced, usually emotively, by a propagandist or politician or 
by some populist speaker that something is true or that someone or some many are guilty or culpable. 


Fallacy Of Argumentum ad Hominem 


This belongs to the category ignoratio elenchi. Argumentum ad hominem is when the character and/or the motives 
and/or the identity of the person presenting an argument is/are maligned or called into question often in an attempt to 
deflect attention away from the topic being discussed or from the opponents failure to answer questions asked of them 
or provide the evidence they were asked to provide. 


Fallacy of Composition 


Also known as the Fallacy of Illicit Transference. This is an example of equivocation, and is when a generalization is 
made from a few specific instances or examples with the generalization then applied to pejoratively describe or malign 
a group or organization or person. 


Fallacy Of The False Cause 


Generally referred to by the Latin phrase non causa pro causa. This fallacy is the assumption that one thing is the 
cause of another without any logical reasoning. 


Fallacy Of Incomplete Evidence 


Also known as the fallacy of suppressed evidence. This is when evidence which disproves or may disprove a claim or 
conclusion is not considered either deliberately (Suppressed evidence) or because of a lack of detailed and scholarly 
research. 
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